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Names (anthroponyms), like words in a language, perform different functions in a
language. Before talking about the functional properties of anthroponyms, it is
necessary to dwell on the functions of the language itself. Because anthroponyms are
inside the language, it is impossible to understand and classify it without knowing its
functions in speech.

Different information about language functions is given in scientific literature.
Especially in the works of leading Russian and Uzbek linguists such as A.A.
Reformatsky, V.A. Zvegensev, L.R. Zinder, V.V. Rozhdestvensky, S. Usmonov, A.
Nurmonov, N. Mahmudov, A. Berdialiev, A.E. Mamatov, this issue is covered in great
detail.[1, 56]

Scientists emphasize that language cannot be imagined outside of society, and
society cannot be imagined outside of language, and emphasize that language has five
basic functions. A. Mamatov's work entitled "The 100 most important functions of the
language" was published relatively later, in which this topic was studied in more detail.
In this work, the author emphasizes the following: "...the performance of the language
as a communication tool in society constitutes its communicative function, while
expressing a certain message, image, influencing people, conveying it to the listener
has an expressive-informative function, feeling it fulfils an expressive-emotional task
by expressing excitement and emotion." [ 2, 74]

The main function of anthroponomy is the nominative function. Because the
anthroponym first names the person to whom it belongs, confirms his identity. This
function is unique to each style and is a universal function.[4, 51] But the most
emphasized style is artistic style. Therefore, when the writer chooses the main
character for his works, he takes this process seriously. Because in most cases, the
reader remembers the product of artistic creation not by the name of the work, but by
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the name of the characters. Therefore, in many cases, anthroponyms are considered to
have only the nominative function. But anthroponyms have several other stylistic and
functional features that it would be a mistake to ignore them.

The main function of anthroponyms is communicative function.[3, 13] Because
without anthroponyms, communication in society would be impossible or very
difficult. That is why, before organizing any communication process, between the
addresser and the listener, their names serve as an element that restores the quality of
communication and ensures its concreteness. Using a person's name in the
communication process helps to attract the listener's attention and increase
communication.

Another important function represented by anthroponyms is expressive function.
This function is mainly realized as a result of the use of different forms of personal
naming.[5, 29] Because we express different attitudes to the communication process
by addressing the person in different ways:

a) Fayziyeva Kamola Umidjon's daughter, John Fitzgerald Kennedy - the most
complete form of naming a person - is mainly used in a formal style and provides
formality and concreteness to the communication process;

b) Gulnoza, Charlotte - is typical for neutral communication and can be used in
any way. It is often used by adults in relation to children or among peers;

c) Masha, Imronchik - the abbreviated form of the name - is typical for informal
communication and is widely used mainly in conversational style. Shrinking, kissing,
caressing, serves to increase emotionality.

Ensuring expressiveness and using a personal name depends on the speaker's
culture of communication and the level of his relationship with the listener. In
addition, intonation is also considered an element that ensures expressiveness, and
any intonation used to address it increases different expressive colors.

The next function of anthroponyms is called cultural function. This function
belongs to the linguistics of each nation, and personal names universally express the
culture of that nation. For example, Uzbek names such as Yolchi and Oghiloy are not
found in Kazakh and Turkmen nations, even though they belong to the same Turkic
language family. Also, the influence of religion, which is an integral part of the culture
of a certain nation, creates a different approach to naming, and through names we can
learn the religion and cultural habits of certain individuals. In particular, religious
names such as Muhammad, Abdullah, Mustafa are becoming a tradition in Muslim
nations today, and through the cultural function, we are also aware of the culture to
which a person belongs.

In conclusion, while talking about the stylistic and functional features of
anthroponyms, it is also appropriate to comment on their specific types for the artistic
style. Therefore, in works of art, they serve as an onomastic unit that is not found in
other styles, provides stylistic color, and increases emotionality.
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